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555 Twelfth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20004-1206 

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 Twelfth Street, S.W 
Washington, D.C 20554 

RECEIVED 

Re: Request for Extension of Time - CC Docket No. 02-6 
Children’s Studio School - Public Charter School 
Universal Service Administrative Company Denial 
of Appeal with respect to 471 Application No 250771 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

I am wnting to request a thirty day extension of time to respond to the denial by 
the Universal Service Administrative Company (“USAC”) of the appeal filed by the 
Children’s Studio School - Public Charter School (the “Studio School”) of a decision by 
the Schools and Library Division (“SLD”) holding that the Studio School is required to 
refund funds provided under the E-rate program dunng the 2001-02 Funding Year. 
Under the rules, the Studio School’s appeal is due tomorrow 

The Studio School is a District of Columbia public charter school that received its 
charter in 1996 from the District of Columbia Board of Education. It receives the 
majority of its funding from D C. public charter school funds through a per-pupil 
formula. As its name implies, the Studio School’s A r t s  As Education“ process is the 
principal vehicle through which it educates its students -- most of whom come from 
impoverished backgrounds Many come from broken homes with little support for their 
education. The Studio School employs respected artists from diverse cultures as teachers. 
Architects, visual and performing artists, and writers engage children in the artist’s 
processes of inquiry, experimentation and critiquing as a rigorous, all-encompassing 
means of education. 

As a public charter school, the Studio School operates under extremely tight 
financial constraints and relies heavily on volunteers to supplement those limited 
financial resources. It sought the E-rate funding in issue here through the assistance of a 
volunteer and had relied on the volunteer to prosecute the appeal to the SLD The letter 
rejecting its appeal was sent to the volunteer who assisted the School and w~as not 
received by the School in a timely manner. Moreover, the copy of the letter that it did 
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receive was a faxed copy that was virtually unreadable. (A copy of that letter is 
attached.) 

The principals of the Studio School have no familianty with the USAC/SLD rules 
or procedures Since receiving the USAC rejection letter, they have been trying 
diligently, but unsuccessfully, to obtain assistance in deciding how to proceed. This 
extension of time is requested so that the School can, with assistance, review the facts, 
including obtaining a readable copy of the letter denying its appeal, and determine 
whether it has a basis for seeking review or whether it must explore how to address the 
financial problems the refund demand will place on its operations. Grant of this short 
extension request will serve the interests of the E-rate program by allowing a needy 
educational institution to determine intelligently how best to proceed so that it can 
continue to advance the education of its students. 

If there are any questions concerning this matter, please let me know. 

Theodore D. Frank 
Counsel for Children’s Studio School 

cc: Schools & Libraries Division 
Ms. Marcia McDonell 
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